1877.) He said that hereditary influence was an important element in the production of myopia, and, although statistics did not strongly indorse that view, he still held that legendary information should receive much credence. In regard to the influence of modern education, it was found that a larger proportion of those living in cities were near-sighted than those in country districts; and, moreover, in those cities where intellectual pursuits were greatest, the largest number of myopes were found. In savage nations near-sightedness was very infrequent, and it would seem, in some respects, that it was a result of education. While the intellectual classes in Germany showed a large proportion of myopia, it w-as not so found in those artisans who used their eyes on fine objects, as watchmakers and wood-engravers. In England, where there has always been great intellectual activity, by no means as large a ratio of near-sightedness had been detected as in Germany, and it became necessary to seek for other factors to explain the prevalence of myopia. Impaired nourishment, imperfect ventilation, together with a sedentary life, had a marked tendency in producing laxity of the tissues in general, including of necessity th? coats of the eyeball; and, with the tension which resnlted from close application of the sight, there was a great probability of lengthening of the eye, or myopia, resulting. In New York the German children were found more often near-sighted than those of other nationalities. Dr. Lpring said that undoubtedly n^opia was hereditary, but that in all probability it could under no circumstances be developed; but he did not believe that of necessity it must increase in a nation engaged in literary pursuits. In the United States the normal eye predominated, and he thought it was due to the fact that the young were more in the habit of indulging in out-door sports than in Germany. 
